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AGRICULTURE. 

DELAWARE. 
Hon. 'V rLLIAM R. l\bnmAM, 

.Dh·ecto'l' of the Oensus. 
Srn : I have the honor to transmit herewith, for publi­

cation in bulletin form, the statistics of agriculture for 
the state of Delaware, taken in accordance with the pro­
visions of section 7 of the act of March 3, 1899. This 
section requires that-

The schedules relating to agriculture shall comprehend the 
following topics: Name of occupant of each farm, color of occu­
pant, tenure, acreage, value of farm and improvements, acreage 
of different products, quantity and value of products, and number 
and value of live stock. All questions as to .quantity and value 
of crops shall relate to the year ending December thirty-first next 
preceding the enumeration. 

Delaware, next to Rhode Isfancl, is the smallest state in 
the Union. It forms the northeastern portion of the level 
peninsula between Chesapeake Bay on the west and Dela­
ware Bay and the Atlantic Ocean on the east. 'The soil, 
especially in the northern part of the state, is a rich clay 
loam suited to the growth of nearly all kinds of crops. 
Much of Sussex county is sandy, and better acfapted to the 
culture of fruits, melons, and sweet potatoes than to gen­
eral farming. Fertilizers are very generally used, a liberal 
application yielding good returns. 

Newcastle county has the largest area of good land, 
and its farms are more highly improved than are those of 
the other two counties in the state. ':I.1he avera.ge value 
per acre of the land in farms in Newcastle county, exclu­
sive of buildings, is $45. 29 ; in Kent county, $19. 60 ; and 
in Sussex county, $12. 52. 'rl1e average value of buildings 
per acre of farm land in Newcastle county is $10. 55 ; in 
Kent, $9. 25 ; and in Sussex, $5. 70. The reported gross 
incomes of the farms (the values of the products not fed 
to live stock) are, on an average, $10.89 per acre in New­
castle, $7.21 in Kent, and $4.55 in Sussex. 

Delaware has long been noted for its fruit. In most 
seasons of the past peaches brought a larger income than 
any other crop, although other orcha.rd and small fruits 
sometimes netted as much as was realized from a great 
p·each harvest. Disease and unfavorable climatic condi­
tions have in the last twenty years materially reduced the 
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number of peach trees, notably in Newcastle and Kent 
counties. This loss has been bala.nced in part by an in­
crease in the number of other orchard trees. 'I1he frosts 
of 1899 almost wholly destroyed the peach crop, and 
seriously injured other orchard fruits; hence the small 
value of all orelmrd fruits reported, $263, 127. The only 
peaches grown we.re in the region bordering Delaware 
Bay, which partially escaped the frosts. The total pro~ 
duction was 9,750 bushels, from 2,441,650 trees. The 
destruction of the peach orchards in Newcastle and Kent 
counti.es has been a potent factor in making the land 
values in those counties materially less in 1900 than in 
1890. In Sussex county there was no similar depreciation. 

The receut decline of the fruit-raising industry has led 
to the substitution of other branches of farming, and an 
increase in the production of market-garden truck, corn, 
and wheat. It has also stimulated the growth of the dairy 
and poultry interests. 

Delaware is one of the few Atlantic states that has not 
practically abandoned the cultivation of wheat. In 1899 
it harvested 118,740 acres, producing 1,870,570 bushels, 
with a value of $1,247,055. The acreage and yield were 
larger than reported at any previous census. rrhe acreage 
for Delaware in 1899 was 18 times as great as the total for 
the 5 New England states of Maine, New Hampshire, 
Massachusetts, Rhode Island, and Connecticut in 1889. 

The value of corn was greater than that of any other 
crop or product. The acreage was 192, 025, and the value 
$1, 725,4-52. Next after corn and wheat as sources of farm 
income were vegetitbles, including potatoes, sweet pota­
toes, and onions, which had a value in 1899 of $1, 144,221. 
Poultry and eggs had a value of $1,084, 792; dairy prod­
ucts, $992, 807; hay and forage, $089, 848; and animals 
sold and slaughtered, $820, 664. 

· Very respectfully, 

Cliief Statistician for .A.g1·ici6ltttre. 



AGRICULTURE IN THE STATE OF DELAWARE. 

GENERAL STATISTICS. 

NUMBER AND SIZE OF FARMS. 

There are 9,687 farrus in Delaware, with an aggregate 
~trea of 1,066,228 acres, of which 754,010, or 70.7 per 
cent, are improved. The farms constitute ·85 per cent of 
the total land surface of the state, which is 1,254,400 

acres. 
'rhe following table gives by decades since 1850 the 

number of farms reported, the total nud average acreage, 
and the per cent of farm land improved. 

T .. rnr,E 1.--FARM:S AND FAI~M ACREAGE: 1850 TO 1900. 

I I NUMBER OF ACRES IN l!'ARMS. II p t ercen 
l Total of farm 

CENSUS YEAR. I number JI l~ndim-
:or farms. Total. I Im- I Unbn· proved. proved. 

Average. : proved. 

-;-Ii~ 1000 _____________ 9,687 1,066,228 I 754, 010 I 312, 218 189\L ____________ ~l,381 1,055,692 762, 655 2\13, 037 113 72. 2 

l&'\O __ ·---------- 8,749 I 1,090, 2·:15 I 746, 958 I 343, 287 125 68. 5 
1870 ______________ 7,615 1, Ofi2, 322 698, llfi 3fi4, 207 138 66. 3 

1860-------------1 6,658 I 1, 004, 2\15 637, 065 367, 2il0 151 63.4 
185() _____________ 6,063 

I 
956, 144 I 580, 8621 375, 282 

I 
158 60. 8 

From 1850 to 1880 the area. used in farming increased 
134, 101 acres. In the last twenty years there has been a 
slight decline in the farm area, but the amount of improved 
farm land increased until 1890 and the number of farms 
until 1900. 

FARM RESOURCES AND PRODUCTS. 

The values of farm land a.nd improvements, of imple­
ments and maehin.ery, live stock, and farm products, are 
given in r:eable 2 for each census year, beginning with 
1850. 

TABLE 2.-YAI,UES Oli' FARM RESOURCES AND 
PRODUCTS : 1850 TO 1900. 

-

I Lnnd, hn- I I I Farm n:xsn; Total. 
provements Implements . 

)"},;Alt. and ' a1~d Live stock. 

I 
buildings. machmery. 

I products.1 

\ 

1900 ---------! $40, 697, 654 $84, 436, 040 $2, 150,560 $1, 111,054 $9, 190, 777 1890 __________ , 
4fi, ll:.!0,4GO 39,586, 080 1, 835,570 4, 198, 810 6, 481, 590 

lSSO ---------- 41, 714, 31\.l 36, 78\J, 672 1, 50·1 567 3, 420, 080 6, 320,345 1870 2 _________ 

"· 171, "'' I 

46, il2, 870 1, 201: 644 4, 257, 323 

I=~~~~ 1860 ---------- 3G, 388, 9461 31,426, 357 817,8il3 3,1'14, 706 
1850 ---------- 21, 23U,591 18,880, 031 510,279 1, 849, 281 

1 For year preceding that designated 
~- ya1u~s in 1870 were. reported in d~precin.ted currency. To reduce to the 

spe~.1e brunsof the other i1gures tlleymust be diminif:hed by one-fifth 
"Includes betterments and additions to live stock. · 

Th~ value of all farms, June 1, 1900, was $34,436,040, 
of whwh amount $10,667,220, or 31.0 per cent, represent 
the ':alue ?f buildings. The value of implements and 
~uachmery mcreased from $510,279 in 1850 to $2,150,560 
m 1900. Live stock increased steadily in value from 
$1,849,281 in 1850 to $4,198,810 in 1890, but in the last 
teu years has declined 2.1 per cent, and is now worth 
$4, 111, 054. This decline has been brought about mainly 

by a decrease in the average value of horses. The farms 
with their improvements were valued at $18,880,0al iu 
1850. That value increased in each decade until 18HO, 

when it was $39,586,080. In the last ten years, from 
causes explained elsewhere, it haR declined 13 per cent. 

FARMS CLASSIFIED BY ltACrn AND ·rgNUJ?,ID. 

,..fable 3 gives a comparative exhibit nf farm t<.rnm·c for 

1880, 1890, and 1900. In rr:1ble 4 the tenure of fannH !'nJ' 
1900 is given by race of farmer. rrhe farms undu1· t11t~ 
classification "owners" in 1..\tble 3 are snb<.livi<led in ~ra.hle 
4 into groups, designated as ''owners," "part ow1wr1:-1, ,, 
''owners and tenants," .and ''managers." 'I.1lwsB tnrmH 

denote respectively: (1) Farms opel'ated by imlivid naIH 
who own all the land they cultivn.tP; (2) fornrn orrnral Pd 
by individuals who own a part of the land and rm.it tlw 
remainder from others; (3) farms operated urnlcr t.lw 
joint direction an~l by the unit.eel labor of two or lll!H'(\ 

individuals, one owning the farm or a part o:f it, and tlw 
other, or others, owning no part, but rem~iving for fltt]HH'· 

vision or labor a share of the prod nets; :ind ( 4,) formA opm·­

ated by inc1ividt'.als who receive for their supervision and 
other services a fixed salary from the owners. 

rrABLEl 3.-NUM.BER AND PER mrnrr Ol!' FARMS (>Ji~ 
SPEOIF'IED TENURES : 1880 TO moo. 

NUMBER OJ.1' FA.RMS OPlm· 
ATED BY-

I>Rit OlCN'l' OJI' l!'Altl\!fl 
OPERA!rED DY--

Total 
CENSUS YEAR. nur~r.ber ll----,---...----11--------'""-"'-·' "" 

farms Cash Sbaro en.ah Hh Lt'! 
· Owners. ten- tenants. Owners. ten· t(.m~HtK. 

ants. u.nt.':I. 
--··· ------- ------·--- .. ~--___ .,... "'""'"..-... -~ .. 

1900 -----------
1890 --··--------
1880 -----------

9, 087 
9,Sn 
8, 7-19 

4,811 
4., 978 
5,04.1 

751. 
628 
511 

4, 1'..?2 
3, 7711 
8, 1\17 

4!). 7 
53.l 
57.6 

7.8 
0.7 
5.8 

4'' ii 
4ll .. 
ali:ii 

TABLE 4.--NUMBER OF FAIU\fS, CI1ASSIFIEH> BY H.ACI•~ 
AND 'l'ENURE, .TUNE 1, 1900, Wl'rII Pii~ROJ!)NTAc:mS. 

PAitT 1.-NUMBER OF FARMS Qlr SPEUH'IIW 'L'I~NUIW8. 

Total 
num- Own-
ber of era. RACE. 

farms. 

-------1--- ---------------·-··-
The St.ate_____ 9, 687 4, 34.0 314 26 131 71'i1 

White -------------- 8:B69 4, 043 --;IB(}--;:--
1
r; 1·---"J:"to- .. . fl79 

Negro -------------- 818 297 34 15 75 

PART 2.-PER CENT OF FARMS 01!' SPECII<'IED TENURES. 

The State _____ ~~~:.- o.s j 1.4. 7.8 42.5 

White __ .; ___________ ~ "45.6 ~ o. a -,=C7-- '~'~;= 1. a .:"~;~ o 
Negro ------------- 100 36. 3 4. 2 o. l J. 8 9, 2 '18. 4. 

(2) 



DIVISION OF FARMS, AND FA.RM TENANCY. 

In fifty years the number of farms has increased nearly 
60 per cent. As their acreage has increased only 11 per 
cent, the increase in number must have been caused 
chiefly by division of some farms. Such division would 
explain the reduction in the average size of farms from 
158 acres in 1850 to 110 acres in 1900. The greatest 
dividing of farms took place between 1860 and 1880, when 
the number increased 2,0Hl apd the average size was re­
duced from 151to125 acres. In.the last twenty years the 
number of farms increased 938 and the averao·e size de-o 
creased from 125 to 110 acres. Closely associated with 
the division of farms and the reduction in average size, 
has. been an increase, during the last twenty years (fo1~ 

which alone the figures have been gathered) in the number 
and proportion of tenant-operated farms. Since 1880 the 
number of tenant-operated farms has iiw1·eased from 3, 708 
to 4,876, and the percentage of the total from 42.4 to 
50. 3. rrhe increase from 1860 to 1880, attending the 
great division of farms above described, was probably 
even more marked. 'l1he growth of farm tenancy, to 
which attention has been called, ll,as taken place under 
circumstances which have operated to assist a large number 
of families in rising from wage service to farm tenancy or 
ownership. 11he following facts are significant as illus­
trating this statement: Of the farms in 1900, 818, or 8.4 
per cent, were operated by negroes or those of negro 
descent. ln 1850 the negroes owning farms in Delaware, 
as in the other Rlave states, were so few in number as to be a 
negligible quantity. Hence it can 1)e said that practically 
none of the negroes operating farms in 1900, or of their 
negro ancestors, were farm owners at the middle of the 
nineteenth century. In 1900, 332 farms were operated by 
negroes who owned the whole or a part of the land con­
tained therein; 471 were operated by negro tenants; and 
15 by salaried negro managers. A very small number of 
these farmers were the descendants of men who had risen in 
their lifetime from wage service or slavery to farm tenancy 
or ownership. The great majority were born in families 
that occupied industrial positions much lower tha.n the 
ones in which they now stand. 

This rising of the colored farm workers is probably not 
exceptional but is shared by those of all races. According 
to the statistics of the census report on Farms and Homes, 
in 1890 th~ per cent of owners among farmers was smallest 
in all states for the age. period under 25 years, and in­
creased Rteadily to the age period of 60 years and over. 

In Delaware only 20. 8 per ceut of tb.,e farmers under 30 
years of age were owners. Among farmers of all ages the 
per cent of owners was 50. 6, or two and one-half times 
as great, and for those over GO years of age it was 72. 2, 

or three and one-half times as great. 'r11is variation in 
the relative number of farm owners and tenants at various 
age periods is such as accompanies an upward movement 
on farms, and is found wherever individuals who are 
farm tenants in early and middle life become owners at 
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later periods. 'I1he tenants thus b<:.~coming owum·s may 
be the children of those whom they succeed in possession, 
or they may be individuals who began their career in 
wage service. In either case farm tenancy for them is a 
way station on the road to ownership. So far as can b<r 
judged from the statistics given, the number of owners in 
1900 who have risen from lower positions is at least 2,000, 

and may greatly exceed that number. 
The above conclusions, derived from a study of the 

statistics of ]farms and Homes are confirmed by a review 
of certain data relating to population, in connection 
with the figures already given of the number of farms nt 
various periods since 1850. 'I1he farming populntion of tmy 
state consists of the families of those who, as ownerH, 
tenants, or wage receivers, live and toil upon farms. ItH 
variations from decade to decade can be determined by 
ascertaining the changes in the number of inlrnhitantH 
residing outside of cities, towns, and hamlets. 'J~hc per 
cent of increase or decrease in this population c01-reHponds 
very closely with the per cent of gain or loss in the fa,rn1-
ing population. In 1850 the population of Delaware~, 

outside of cities, towns, ancl hamlets, was 72,279, aud iu 
1900 it was 74,834. The farming population coulcl not, 
therefore, have increased more than 3. 5 per een t. 

In the same period the number of farms increased from 
6, 063 to 9, 687, or 59. 7 per cent, approximately 17 times 
as fast as the farming population. The number of farnrnrs, 
that is, persons operating farms as owners or tenants, is 
the same at any period as the number of farnrn. Had 
these farmers increased in number only as fast as did the 
farming population there would have been less tha.n o, 300 
owners and tenants instead of 9,687. The difference repre­
sents the number added in fifty years to the ranks of owners 
and tenants from former slaves and wage recei vcrs. It 
makes an aggregate of approximately 3,400 persons who 
rose in a half century from a lower position to that of farm 
tenancy or ownership. 

OWNERSHIP OF UENTED FARMS. 

The ownership of 4, 711 of the 4,876 rented farms was 
ascertained by the enumerators. 'I'ha.t of 16 5 was um·t~­
ported. 'The titles to the 4, 711 farms are vested in 
3,570 owners, an average of 1. 3 farms to each. Of the 
3,570 owners, 2,987 possess one farm each, the others 
holding the titles of from 2 to 15 f a.rms each, as fo 1 
lows: 346, 2; 121, 3; 51, 4; 24, 5; 10, 6 ; 9, 7 ; 5, a; s, 
9; 3, 10; 1, 11; 3, 13; and 2, 15. Of the 3,570 owners, 
3,040, possessing 4,097 farms, reside in Delaware. The 
ow~ers of 3, 732 of these farms reside in the same counties 
in which their farms are located. Of the farmH belong­
ing to nonresidents, 395 are owned by 344 residents of 
the North Atlantic states ; 193, by 162 residents of the 
South Atlantic states ; 14, by 13 residents of the North 
Central states; 4, by 4 residents of the South Central 
states ; 7, by 6 residents of the Western states ; and 1, 
by a resident o:f a foreign count1•y. 



The wide distribution of the ownership of rented farms, 
as presented, demonstrates that Delaware is not suffering 
from a permanent class of nonresident landlords. The large 
number of rented farms located in the same county with 
their owners, and the large number of persons owning but 
one such farm each, indicate the existence of a numerous 
class, once operators as well as owners, who have retired 
from active farming and who rent the whole or parts of their 
farms. The smaller average size of owned farms than of 
share tenant farms, evinces the fact that many farm owners, 
as they rea:ch:advanced years, lease the greater part of their 
holdings and retain small tracts for their own use, or rent 
their large farms and purchase smaller ones on which to 
retire from the arduous labor of farming on the accustomed 
scale. 

FARM WEALTH OF WHITE AND NEHRO FARMERS. 

Of the 9,687 farms, 8,869, or 91.6 per cent, are oper­
ated by whites, and 818, or 8.4 per cent, by negroes. Of 
the latter class of farms 297 are operated by owners and 
35 by part owners. The value of their farms, including 
implements, machinery, and live stock, together with the 
value of implements, machinery, and live stock on the 
farms which other negroes operate as tenants, is $4%,187. 
This amount is probably somewhat in excess of the a.ctnn,l 
farm wealth of the negro farmers of Delaware. 

Table 5 gives a classification by tenure of the number and 
area of farms and value of property on farms operated by 
white and negro farmers, respectively. 'Iable 6 presents 
a similar classification of the average values of the several 
forms of farm property, June 1, 1900, of the products of 
l 89f1 not fed to live stock, and the per cent of the total 
farm value represented by the products not fed to live stock. 

TABLE 5.-NU~IBER AND AREA OF FARMS, AND YALUE 
OF FARM PROPER'l1Y, JUNE 1, moo, OI~ASSIFIED BY 
RACE Oli' li'ARMER AND TENURE, WITH PEROENT­
AG ES. 

--

ACRES IN FARMS. VALUE CH' FARM 
PJWPEHTY. 

Num-
RACE OF FARMER, AND ber of 

TENUHE. farms. Aver-
age Total Per Total. Per 

num- number. cent. cent. 
ber. 

-----
The State ___________ 9, G87 110.1 1, OG6,228 100. 0 $40, G97, 654 100.0 

--- ---- ·------ _-====::::::::::.=::::_ --- --.~··· .. 
Total white farmers ______ 8,869 114.3 1,013,662 95.1 39, 302, 838 90.6 
Total negro farmers ______ 818 64. 3 52,566 4. 9 1, 394, 816 3.4 

--- ------- -·-----
White owners------------ 4,043 95.5 386, 112 38.1 15, 721, 219 40.0 
White part owners------- 280 80. 5 22, 538 2.2 873,442 2.2 
White owners and tenants 25 109.6 2,740 0.3 187,282 0.5 
White managers __________ ll!i 126. 0 14, G21 1.4 1, 342, 3fi(j 3.4 
\Vhite cash tenantA _______ 679 91.5 62, 120 6.1 4, G4.2, 655 11.8 
White share tenauts ______ 3, 726 141.0 525, 531 51. 9 16, 535, 874 42.l . 
Negro owners ------------ 297 37.6 11,161 21. 2 328, 797 23.0 
Negro part owners----·--- 3,1 33.1 1,127 2.1 30, 498 2.2 
Negro owners and tenants 1 85.0 85 0.2 675 0.1 
Negro managers __________ 15 101..7 1,525 2. 9 112, 019 8.0 
Negro cash tenants _______ 75 50. 9 3,818 7. 3 219;271 15. 7 
NegTo share tenants ______ 306 88.0 34,850 66. 3 703,556 50.4 
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TABLE 6.-AVERAGTD VALUTDS OF FARM PROPERTY AND 
PIWDDC'l1S, CLASSIFIED BY RACE OF FARMI~R, AND 
TENURE. 

AVERAGE VALUER P!Ut FARllf OF-

1------------·----
Fitrm property, .June 1, 1900. 

RACE OF FARllfER, AND 
TENURE. Land am1 

improve-
ments Build­

( except iugs. 
build-
ings). 

The State _________ $2,·lM $1, 101 
.:::::::::::.-~. 

Total white farmers ____ 2, 5112 1, lll8 
'l'otal negro farmers--·- 1, OGii :l71 

Imple­
ments 
nncl Live 

nmehin- stock. 
cry. 

$222 $424 
--~--

2:H 447 
89 180 

···---·---
White owners---------- 2, 070 1, 174 2:lii 410 
White part owners··---- .1, 7,17 U01 183 288 
White owners itnd ten-

ants ------------------ 5, 317 1, 4lfi 270 483 
White manngers _______ ._ 8, 200 2,28\J 41'1 (j()Q 
White eit:,:h ternrnts _____ 11, 3.rn 1, 7:33 208 4!l3 
White Rlrnre tenant:,;_ ___ 2, !i85 1, 0·14 225 •18H 

Negro owners---------- 572 307 77 151 
Negro part owners _____ 488 21ii (l,1 135 
Negro owners aud ten-

au ts------·------------ ,100 100 50 125 
Negro manngcrs ________ 5, 7~10 B74 215 489 
Negro easll tewmtR _____ 2, li>2 ii22 85 105 
Negro share tenants ____ l, 102 B81 97 l\J7 

Products 
of 18~l\l 
uot fed 
to livo 
stock. 

$7M 
--····---~- -----

793 
325 

-·-----
785 
069 

l,Oii2 
1,233 

88\J 
833 

275 
2711 

270 
87!) 
319 
340 

Per cent 
of 

rirnclucts 
not fed 
to value 
of farm 

property. 

17.9 

17.9 
19.0 

18.\J 
21.5 

14.0 
10.7 
13.0 
18.8 

~1t9 
HO. 6 

·10.0 
11. 8 
10,\J 
Hl.5 

--------'-----'----'------'----·--"------·-·----

rrhe average area of farms operated by ncgroes is ().:t, 3 

acres, while that of the farms of white farmers is 114. B 
acres, or nearly twice as gn~at. rrhe relative <1ifferences in 
values of land, lmilclingH, implmncnts, m1c1 live stock :uc 
still more marked. The farms of ncgroes couAtitnte 8. 4 
per cent of all farms in the state, but contain oi11y 4. H per 
cent of the total acreage, and lmvc n, value of hnt. 3A per 
cent of the aggregate. rniesc facts show that the ungro 
farmers, nearly all of whom have risen from the position 
of slaves or wage laborers, have made progress, bnt have 
not at a bound attained to the same measure of independ­
ence or wealth as that enjoyed by their more fortuna.t,c 
neighbors. As owners or tenants, they have been able to 
obtain control of the poorer classes of farms, valnecl at *17 
per acre, while those operated by white farmers have au 
average value of $23 per acre. 'With cheaper buds, <t 

poorer outfit of implements, and lcAs live stock, they arc 
able to report farm products not fed to live stock ~werag­
ing in value $325 per farm, while the white fnrmel'H report 
$793. rrhe value of the prodncts not fed to live stock 
represents, however, 19 per cent of the value of all :farm 
property of negro :farmers, while the corrcspornling per 
cent for white farmers is only 17. O. 

RELATIVE AREAS .AND VALlTES OF l!,.ARM.8 Oli' Drn'l!'.E!ltBN'l' 

'l'ENUIU.:S. 

The average size of all farms in Delaware is 110. l acres; 
of farms of ''owners," 01. 5 ; ''part owners," 7 5. 4 ; ''owners 
and tenants," 108.7; "managers," 123.3; "cash tenants," 
87. 5; and "share tenants," 135. U. Comparing these aver­
ages with those in Table 6, it is found that the farms of 



managers are not only larger, but more vahrnble per acre 
than the farms of owners, and that the share tenant farms 
are the largest of any group, but the least valuable per acre. 
The managed farms appear to be the best cultivated. This 
is shown by the high average expenditures for labor and 
fertilizers. For farms of white managers these averages 
are, for labor $314, and for fertilizers $108, per farm ; for 
the uegro managers they are $3 00 and $11 7, respectively ; 
while for all farms of white farmers they are _$118 and $59, 

and for all farms of negro farmers $32 and $S k, respec­
tively. rrhe cash tenant farms are worth, on an average, 
more per farm and per acre than the owned farms, while 
the share tenant farms are worth more per far!ll but less 
per acre than the owned farms. The position of cash 
tenants is distinctly better, on an average, than that of 
share tenants. rrhe greater relative increase in the number 
of cash tenants than of share tenants in the past twenty 
years, shown in rrable 3, is an indication of au upward 
trend in the status of the farmers. 

Table 6 gives for e:wh group of farms the average value 
per farm of the products of 1899 not feel to live stock. 
rrhis is the average gross income of each class of farms. 
':l1he same table gives the per cent which this income is of 
.the value of all farm property. ':Phe per cent is{ as a rule, 
lowest for the most valuable and highest for the least 
valuable farms. 'l1his illustrates in agriculture the well­
known economic law of diminishing returns, and explains 
why the high-priced managed and cash tenant farms show 
smaller percentages of income than do the less vahrnble 
farms 9£ owners and share tenants. 

FARl.\fS CLASSil<'rnD BY AREA. 

Tables 7 and 8 give, with slight variations, for farms 
classified by area, the facts shown in Tables 5 and O for 
farms by race and tenure. 

TABLE 7.-NUMBER AND ACREAGE OF FARMS, AND 
VALUE OF FAH.M PROPEHTY, JUNE 1, moo, CLASSI­
FIED BY AREA, WITH PERCENT AGES. 

AREA. 

Tile State _____________ 

Under 3 acres --------------
3 to 9 acres-----------------10 to 19 acres _________ ,,_ _____ 
20 to 49 i1cres _M _____________ 

50 to 99 acres ---------------
100 to 174 acres-------------
175 to 259 acres-------------
200 to 1199 acres-------------
500 to !l99 acres -------------
1,000 acres and over--------

NUJIIBER OF 
FARMS. ACRES IN FARMS. 

'l'otal. c~~l~. Total. I c~~i~. 
9,687 100.0 1, 066,228 100.0 

-------· --- ·--·--
38 0.4 62 

292 3.0 1,813 0.2 
547 5. 6 7,705 0.7 

1,5li8 16.2 52 439 4. 9 
2,610 26.9 186:885 17.5 
2,923 30.2 370, 605 34.8 
1,133 11. 7 234 557 22.0 

500 5.2 161: 762 15.2 
71 0. 7 42, 682 4.0 
5 0.1 7, 718 o. 7 

VALUE 01!' FARJ\f 
l'ItOPEltl'Y. 

Total. 

$40, 6!l7, 654 
::::::.::::::=:_:.:.=:--..:::::::...::.~;::.:::_· 

76,lili7 
432, 228 
910, 900 

3, 394, 20•1 
8,252,884 

13,206,583 
8, 175,531 
5, 162, 374 

997, 035 
89,328 

Per 
cent. 

100.0 
__ ,_,,_,_,,_ 

0.2 
1.1 
2.2 
8.3 

20.3 
32.5 
20. l 
12. 7 
2.4 
0.2 
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TABLE 8.-AVERAGE VAIJUES OF FARM PROPERTY AND 
PRODUCTS, CliASSIFIED BY AREA. 

A VERA GE VAJ,U ES PER FARU OF-

Farm property, June 1, moo. Per cent 
of 

,--------------------~-------·- Prodtwts 
products 

AREA. not fed, 
Lnml n,nd Imp le- of lml9 to value 
improve- nrnnts not fed of farm 

men ts Build-
lt!Hl 

Live to live property. 
(C!XC~Cj)t. ings. macllin- stoclc stock.. 
build-
ings). ery. 

--- ---
'!'he State ________ $2, 45,1 $1, 101 $222 $424 $754 17.9 

----· ----· 
Under 3 acres ____ ------ 722 1,078 14,1 76 596 2!l.G 
3 to 9 acres ------- _____ o.n GGO 70 10\) 272 18.4 
10 to 19 acres---------- 702 l\28 07 HS 2()8 l!i.1 
20 to 49 acres---------- 1, lti\l 085 llG H)fJ 381 17.6 
50 to 99 acres---------- 1, 74\J !)l)[j 179 328 57<t 18.l 
100 to 174 acres-------- 2,5(i3 l,21H 2ii3 483 836 18.5 
175 to 25!l acres-------- 4, 41H 1,709 354 740 1, 286 17.8 
260 to 4!l9 ttcree -------- (i, ll22 l, \189 451 968 1, 761 17.1 
500 to 999 acres-------- 9,8()8 2,mm 7H2 1, 34·1 2,347 lG. 7 
1,000 acres and over ___ 

1 

H,()(J4 I 2,B20 492 960 2,226 12.5 

The average values given in ':I.1n.ble 8, with one excep­
tion, are lowest :for farms· of from 3 to 9 acres, and rise in 
an almost unbroken series to those containing 1, 000 acres 
and over. ':Phe farms containing less than 3 aci·es have 
higher average vahws for most forms of farm property 
than those containing from 3 to 1 n n.cres, and have 
i)roducts of an avemge value greater than any other group 
of farms coutaining less than 100 acres, and greater per 
acre than for any other group. In this group of small 
farms are included n, number of florists' establishments aucl 
1 city cfairy, with lnrge rela.tiive incomes. 

Of the farms containing over 1,000 acres, 4 are oper­
ated by share tenants nncl 1 by its own~r. Of those con­
taining less than 3 acres, 28 are operated by their owners; 
7, by cash tcnai1ts ; 2, by share tenn.uts; and 1 by au indi­
vidual who owns a part and leases a pn.rt. rrhe per cent 
of owned farms is relatively gren.t in the groups containing 
less tlmn 50 acres, whik\ the per cent of farms conducted 
by ten:1nts is large for the groups containing more than 
100 acres. As compared with share tenants, cash tenants 
are less numerous iu the groups containing over 100 acres. 
The larger farms are svorth on an average far less per acre, 
and give a smaller return per acre, than do farms of smaller 
areas. 'rhis fact aceonnts for the relatively small returns 
per farm for· slrnre tenants, shown in 'I1able 6, and to w bich 
attention has already been called. 

FAlUiS CLASSIFIED BY J>H.INGIPAJ, SOURCE OF INCOl\fE. 

. Tables 9 and 10 present the leading facts concerning 
the number, areas, values, and average values of farms 
classified by principal source of income. If, for any farm, 
40 per cent of the products not fed to iive stock consists of 
hay and grain, the farm is designated a hay and grain farm. 



In the- same way, should 40 ]Jer ce11t of the pl'Odncts con­
sist of vegetables, the farm is designated a vegetable farm. 
The classification of the other groups depends upon the 
same general principle. 

TABLE 9.-NUMBER AND AREA OF FARMS, AND VALUE 
OF FARM PROPER'l1Y, .JUNE 1, 1900, CLASSIFIED BY 
PRINCIPAL SOURCE OF INCOME, WITH PERCENTAGES. 

NUMBER OF ACRES IN FARMS. VALUE OF FARM 
FAlt!l!S. PROPERTY. 

PRINCIPAL SOUHCE OF 
INCOME. 

I p.,· Total. Per Total. Per 
Total. cent. cent. cent. 

The State _____________ 9,687 100. 0 1, 066, 228 100.0 $40, 697, 654 100.0 
-- --

Hay and grain ------------- 2,126 21. 9 342, 602 32.1 13, 156, 687 32.3 

~;g?tt~~!_e_~================= 68:1 7.1 42, 517 4.0 2,235, 834 5.5 
487 5. 0 43, 52·1 4.1 1, 856, 997 4.6 

Live stock __________________ 2, 95(i 30. 5 244, 917 23.0 6, 750, 287 16.6 Dairy produce ______________ 538 5. 6 50, 956 4.8 5, 3<18, 202 13.1 
Tobacco-------------------- 1 104 ------- 1, 040 ------Sugar _______________________ 1 60 -----·-- 1, 279 
Flowers and plants _________ 21 0.2 219 182, 045 0.5 
Nursery stock-------------- 11 0.1 836 52, 745 0.1 
Miscellaneous-------------·· 2,861 29. 6 340,493 32.0 11, 112,538 27.3 

TABLE 10.-AVERAGE VALUES 0111 FARM PROPERTY 
AND PRODUCTS, CLASSIFIED BY PRINCIPAL SOURCE 
Ol!, INCOME. 

AVEHAGE VALUES PER FARM OF-

Farm property, June 1, 1900. Per cent 
of 

PRINClP AL SOURCE ----------- - --- Products 
products 
not fed, OF INCOME. Land and of 1899 to value 

improve- Imple- not fed of farm 
men ts Build- men ts Live to live property. 

(except ings. 1tndma- stock. stock. 
build- chinery. 
ings). 

------------
The State ________ $2,454 $1,101 $222 $424 $754 17.9 

---------- --··-·--- --- ---
Hay and grain -----·--- 3,810 1,463 307 608 1, 100 17.8 
Vegetables ------------ 2,047 850 151 216 545 16. 7 
Fruit------------------ 2,259 989 199 366 1,002 26.3 Live stock _____________ 1,192 G54 141 297 416 18.2 Dairy produce _________ 6, 199 2,557 393 792 1,l82 11. 9 
Tobacco--------------- 850 150 ---------- 40 70 6. 7 Sugar __________________ 

700 200 20 359 420 32.8 
Flowers and plants ____ 3, 787 4,388 302 192 2, 864 33.0 
Nursery stock--------- 3, 041 1,495 105 154 1, 836 38.3 Miscellaneous __________ 2, 165 1,074 231 414 753 19.4 

The hay and grain farms have the largest average area, 
161.1 acres, and the miscellaneous farms (those not deriv­
ing 40 per cent of their income from any one source) 
come next, with an average size of 119. 0 acres. Dairy 
farms have an .average size of 94. 7 acres; fruit farms, 
89.4; and vegetable farms, 62.1. 

The per cent of all farms operated by "owners" is 44. 8. 
':I.1he same class operates 64. 5 per cent of florists' establish­
ments; 54. 5 per cent of the live stock farms; 44. 8 per 
cent of the dairy farms; 41. 2 per cent of the vegetable 
farms; and 26. 7 per cent of the hay and grain farms. 
Cash tenants operate 30 per cent of the dairy·farms, and 
13. 9 per cent of the vegetable farms, while of all farms 
they operate but 7.8 per cent. 

The dairy farms have the greatest average value of 
farm property, and of all the larger groups of farms their 
gross income represents the smallest per cent of the capi­
tal invested. Fr11it farms have incomes showing a larger 
per cent of rnturns on investments than any other numer-
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ous class of farms. 'l1heir percentage iH exceeded only by 
the small groups of farms of which the chief products· 
were nursery stock, flowers and ornamental plants, and 
sorghum sirup. 

FA.RMS CLASSIFIED BY REPOR'l'ED VA.LUE OF PRODUCTS NOT 

l<'ED '1'0 LIVE STOCK. 

'Pables 11 and 12 present data relating· to farms classi­
fied by reported value of products not fed to live stock. 
'l'hirty-forrr farms, ranging in size from 3 to 500 acres, and· 
having an average area of 54. 2 acres, report no products. 
Of these farms, 22 were occupied, June 1, 1900, by ten­
ants. The absence of crop reports for the 34 farms is due 
to a numb~r of causes. Some of these farms were practi­
cally unoccupied in 189D, but were being cultivated at the 
time of the enrrmemtion in 1900. Others had changed 
owners or tenants, an cl the farmers in charge, .Tune 1, 1900, 

were unable to give definite information concerning tlie 
products of the preceding year. Most of the farms with 
incomes less than $100 were only partially cultivated in 
1899, or the enumerators failed to secure complete repo1·tA 
of their products. 

TABLE 11.-NUMBER AND AREA OF FARMSi AND VAT.JUE 
OF FARM PROPERTY, .TUNE 1, 1900, CI.;ASS[FIED BY 
REPORTED VAT.JUE OF PRODUCTS, WITH PERCEN'l1-

AGES. 

NU~~~:S.OF . ACRES IN FARMS. VALUI~ OF FATIJII 
PlWl'Jo:It'rY. 

VAT.UR OF PRODUCTS. 

---------i-T-o-ta-1. _c_~_~_. -ii--T-o-ta_l._ 1 _c_~;_1~_. ~'£ot~J~~-
The State_____________ 9, 687 100. 0 1, 066, 228 100. 0 $40, 697, 61H 100. 0 

Products, $0---------------- 34 0. 4 
Products, $1 to $49 ______ ---- 135 1. 4 
Products, $50 to $99--------- 314 3. 2 
Products, $100 to.$249------- l, 697 17. 5 
Products, $250 to $499_______ 2, 537 26. 2 
Products, $500 to $999_______ 2, 597 26. 8 
Products, $1,000 to $2,499 ___ 2, 019 20. 8 
Products, $2,500 and over___ 354 3. 7 

1,843 o. 2 
6, 96() o. 7 

16, 323 1. 5 
()9, 730 9. 4 

212, 45() 19. 9 
300, 856 28. 2 
329, 963 30. 9 
US,085 9. 2 

24, 260 0.1 
191, 260 0.5 
337, 490 0.8 

2, 20(), 470 5. ·1 
5, 156, 780 12. 7 

10, 115, 884 24. 9 
16, 627, 580 40. 9 

6, 001, 930 14. 7 

TABLE 12.-A VERAGE v AL ums OF FARM PROPERTY 
AND PRODUCTS, CI.;ASSIFIED BY REPOR'.I.1ED VALUID 
OF PRODUCTS. 

-·-

AVERAGE VALUES PER FARM OF-

Farm property, June 1, 1900. Per cent 
of 

product~ 
VALUE OF PRODUCTS. l'roducts not fed, 

Land and Imple- of 1899 to value 
improve- men ts not fed of farm 

men ts Build- and Live to live property. 
<~~r1~t ings. machin- stock. !ltoek. 

ings). ery. 

-------- --- ----
The State ________ $2,454 $1, 101 $222 $424 $754 17.9 

------------- --- ---Products, $0 ___________ 440 170 85 69 -------27- -------i~8 Products, $1 to $49 _____ 1,032 272 64 71 
Products, $50 to $99 ____ 647 299 45 8'1 76 7.1 
Products, $100 to $249 __ 721 382 68 136 177 13.G 
Products, $250 to $4!:J9 __ 1,093 579 119 242 3132 17.8 
Products, $500 to $999 __ 2,193 1, 065 221 428 704 18.0 
Products, $1,000 to 

p!;ciii~is:-i2,5o0--iin.'d- 4,833 2, 165 445 793 1,507 18.8 

over----------------- 11,192 3, 608 695 1,460 3,339 19. 7 

There is no great difference in the average sizes of the 
farms of the :first 3 groups. They contain 54.2, 51.6, and 
52 acres, respectively. The average area of farms with in-
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comes varying from $100 to $249 is somewhat greater~ In rrable 13 is given, by counties, an exhibit of the most 
58. 8 acres. For the other 4 groups the average sizes are important facts relative to the number and area of farms, 
83.7, 115.8, 163.4, and 277.1 acres, respectively. the values of farm property, and expenditures. 

TABLE 13.-NUMBER AND AREA OF FARMS AND VALUES OF FARM PROPERrry, JUNE 1, 1000; VALUE OF.PROD­
UCTS OF 18fl9 NOT FED TO LIVE STOCK ; AND EXPENDITURES IN 1899 FOR LABOR AND PERrrILIZERS, BY 
COUNTIES. 

NUMBER OF FARMS. ACRES IN FA!_tMS. VA.I,UES OF J!'Altll-I PROPEU'fY. I EXPENDITURES. 

IAnd•nd I 
Value of ----·i---

COUNTIF..8. Imple- products I 
Witli rm- improve- ments aud not fed to 

Labor. j Fertili-Total. build- Total. rcoved. ments (ex- Buildings. machin- Live stock. live stock. zers. ings. cept build- ery. ings). 
----

The State------------------ 9,687 9,545 1,066,228 754,010 $23, 768, 820 $10, 667, 220 $2,150,560 $4, 111,054 $7,300,857 $1, 075, 960 $539, 040 
-----1~~--= --------

66;, °'' I Kent---------------------~------- 2,814 2, 777 338,205 244, 382 . 6, 628,200 3, 128, 370 

'·"''·'"" I 
2,437,578 

'"""" 

1

,, .. ,, .. Newcastle ----------------------- 11, 088, 570 487, 470 154, 630 2,088 2,070 244,823 197, 102 
Sussex--------------------------- 4, 785 4,698 483,200 312,526 

NUMBER .A.ND VALUE OF LIVE S'l'OCK. 

At the request of the various live stock associations of 
the country, a new classification of domestic animals was 
adopted for the census of 1900. Neat cattle are grouped 
by age in accorda:nee with their present and prospective 
relations to the dairy industry and to· the SUfJply of meat 
products. . Horses and mules are classified by age, and neat 
cattle and sheep by age and sex. r:rhe new classification 
permits very close comparison with the figures obtained at 
preceding decennial periods. 

T.A.13LE 14.--NUMBER AND VALUE OF DOMESTIC ANI­
MALS, FOvVLS, AND BEES, .JUNE 1, 1900. 

ANIMALS. Age in years. 

Calves ---------------- Under 1 -------­
Steers---··-------------- 1 and under 2 __ 
Steers-----------··----- 2 and under 3 __ 
Steers------------··---- 3 and over------Bulls __________ ,________ 1 and over------
Heifers --------------- 1 and under 2 __ 
Cows kept for milk ___ 2 and over _____ _ 
Cows ttnd heifers not 2 aud over------

kept for milk. 
Colts-----------··------ Under 1 -------­
Horses--------·-------- 1 and under 2 __ 
Horses--··--··-----··---- 2 and over-----­
Mule colts--·-----·---- Under 1 --------Mules _________________ 1 and under 2 __ 
Mules----··-----··-··---- 2 and over _____ _ 
A8sei; a,nd burros._____ All ages -------­
Lambs ---------------- Under 1 ··-------
Sheep ( em~s) --------- 1 and 01er _____ _ 
Sheep ( mms and 1 and over------

wethers). 

~'6~£; ====~~~:::::::::: !H :~~~ :::::::: 
Fowls:i 

Chickens 2 -------- ------------------
1.'urkeys ---------- ----.,--------------
Geese -----··--·----- ------------------Ducks _____________ ------------------

Bees (swarms of) _____ ------------------

Number. 

9,363 
1,042 

970 
1,321 
1, fl54: 
5,378 

32, !'i91 
1, 866 

1,590 
1,903 

26,229 
107 
289 

4,349 
~5 

4,801 
6,360 

604 

46, 732 
143 

628,866 
l!l, 045 
6,438 

10, ()33 
10, 187 

ON FARMS. I 

I 
Not on 

Average farms. 
Value. value. 

N1tmber. 
$83, 940 $8.97 64 

15,446 14.82 10 
22, 919 23.63 11 
45,630 34.54 40 
40,518 24.50 2 
!ll,933 17.11 52 

993, 972 30.50 1,054 
46,527 24.93 7 

42, 110 26.48 28 
84,427 44.37 30 

1, 641, 088 62.57 6,644 
5,450 50.93 

17, 930 62.04 ------297 322,021 74.04 
845 56.33 4 

18,079 3.77 11 
22,8!)9 3.60 
2,610 4.32 

234,472 5.02 4, 130 
519 3.63 62 

} 357, 475 --------- ---------
20,244 1.!J9 ---------

Value ofall live ------------------ ---------- 4, 111, 054. 
stock. 

1 The number reported is of fowls over three months old. The value is for 
all, old and young. 

2 Including Guinea fowls. · 

The average value of nearly all classes of live stock is 
higher in Newcastle and lower in Sussex county than is 
shown in Table 14 for the state. These variations in 
value correspond in general with the variations in the 
average values of farm lands and farm property in the 
same counties. 

4, 785, 290 840,850 l, 5n7, 124 2,666,574 
6, 052, 050 2, 753, 560 644,680 1,31-.1,421 2,196,705 235, 020 190, 220 

No report was secured of the value of anim::tls not on 
farms. "l1he number of such animals was obtained, how­
ever, and is shown in the foregoing table. It is probable 
that animals of this class have a somewhat higher average 
value than those on farms, but, allowing the same. average, 
the total value of live stock, exclusive of poultry and bees 
not on farms, is, in round numbers, $4, 600, 000. 

DISTRIBU'l'ION OF HORSES .A.ND DAIRY COWS ON PARMS BY 

SPECIFIED CL.ASSES. 

':L1able 15 presents for a few of the groups of farms shown 
in detail in Tables 5 to 12, inclusive,. the number of farms 
reporting, the total numbei.· of horses and dairy cows, ancl 
the average number of those anima.Is to a farm. In com­
puting the averages presented, only farms which report the 
pa1~ticular kind of stock under consideration are included. 

TABLE 15.-DISTRIBUTION OF HORSES AND DAIRY 
cows, BY SPECIFIED OT1ASSES OF FARMS, JUNE 1, 
moo. 

-----~---

IIOHSES. D.URY COWS. 

CL.ASSES. Farms Average Fiu·ms Average 
report- Number. number report- Number. num1Jcr 

i11g. perform. iug. per farlll. 

·---------·~ ·-·---·-------------
Total ------------ \J,033 20, 722 3.3 7,639 32,r.m 4.2 

---- -~---- ---~ -- -·····------
White farmen; --------- 8,342 28,274 3.4 7,300 31, 813 4.4 
Negro farmers--------- 691 1,4·18 2.1 389 778 2.0 

--- ---· --------~ ------------· 
Owners1 ---------------- 4, 356 12,43:1 2. 9 3, 765 13, 034 3.ii 
Managers-------------- 112 536 4.8 97 621 6.4 
Cash tenant.9 ___________ 7Ut3 2 2\J5 3. 3 552 3,535 !l.·t 
Slrare tenants---------- 3,859 14:457. 3. 7 3,275 15,·101 •1. 7 

------ ~·····-- --· ____ ,._ ---
Under 20 acres _ -------- 724 1,077 1. 5 391 630 1. () 
20 to 99 acres ___________ 3,8.50 8,902 2. g 3,103 8, 632 2. 8 
100 to 174 acres---~----- 2,806 9,931 3. f) 2,583 11,294 4.4 
175 to 259 acres_-------- 1,097 5,869 5.4 1,069' 7, 063 (),Ii 

260 acres and over ----- 556 3,943 7.1 54.3 4, 972 9.2 
---·-----------------

Hay and gtafa _________ 1, 953 10,068 5.2 1,750 ll,421 6. 5 
Vegetable ______________ 625 1,408 2.3 359 708 2.0 
Fruit-------~----------- 452 1,136 2.5 324 702 2.2 
Live stock------------- 2, 7B2 6,116 2.2 2, 183 5, 672 2.G 
DA.iry produce----,----- fi13 2,129 4.2 538 5, 368 10.0 
Miscellaneous--------- 2, 758 8,865 3.2 2,535 8, 720 3.4 

1 Including "part owners" and "owners and tenants." 

White farmers have an average of 3.4 horses and 4. 4 

dahy cows to a farm, while negro farmers have 2.1 horses 
and 2. O dairy cows. The farms with managers and cash 
teua.nts have the largest average number· of cfairy cows 



of any group classified by tenure, which is an important 
factor in giving to these farms the high average incomes 
shown in Table G. The relatively lurge number of horses 
on farms with managers contributes to the same re·sult. 

Horses and cows increase in number with the increase 
in size of farms. 'l'he average number of horses is greater 
for hay and grain farms than for any others grouped by 
principal source of income. As might be expected tho 
averagl~ nurnber of dairy cows is greatest on dairy farms. 

CIIANGE:-:l lN THE LIVE-STOCK INVUH'l'lff IN l!Tb'TY YEARS. 

rrhe following table gives the munber of dairy cows, 
other ueat cattle, horses, mules and asses, sheep, and swine, 
for each census year, L1egiuning with 1850. In the figures 
for "other neat cattle" in HIOO, the number of calves is 
inclntletl, although it is uncertain whether any calves were 
rel'ortN1 in proceding census reports unde1· this designation. 

TABLE 16.--NUMBim OF' DAmY 00\VS, OTHER NEAT 
CAT'l'LE, HORSES, MULES AND ASSES, SHEEP, AND 
SWINl~: 1850 TO moo. 

8 

II D'tirl 

1 

Other I Mu1es I I CE~Rrs YEAR. c~wl. neat Horses. and 

1 

Sheep. Swine. 

"'"--------------- "·"' ,:~~,I "" 722 ·:~00 11~'--~, 732 
l~\10.---------------- 32, 5i! 1

1 

Hl, 270 2fi, flfiti 4, 819 12, 2()5 41, 981 
ll'~t)_________________ 2i, 284 2(), 2()8 I 21, !)33 S, 931 ' 21, 967 48 186 
I~ •. o _________________ 1 24, 082 i 2f>, tl08 I rn, 770 3. 58·1 I 22 714 39' 818 
1,"01----------------- 22, f>ll5 : 31i, 12ti Hi, ;in2 2, 294 rn' 857 ,17' 848 
Ufao _________________ 

1 

19, 248 I aa, ~~ 13, 852 7\Jl 27: 503 56; 261 

i Lambs 11ot inclmled. 

Dairy cows and horses have increased in number con­
stantly since 1850. The mu11ber of mules and asses inereased 
until 1890, and that of other animals has fluctuated from 
~lecade t~ decade with a general downward tendency. ':I1lrn 
rnerease m the number of dairy cows marks the growth of 
the dairy irnlustry; while the inercase iu the number of 
horseR and lnules and asses deuotes their substitution for 
working oxen, and also the greater use of improved farm 
machinery in the eultiva.tion of the soil. 

AXll\lAL l'lWDUCTS. 

The q.u:rntities and values of wool, dairy produce, and 
other a~umal products, includiug the value of fowls raised, 
tuu1 :uuma.ls sold and slaughtered for food are O'ive11 • rr 1 ' b 111 

a >le 17. The value of all such produets is $2 915 417 
3(1 ( . . f . ' ' ' or ..,. ·' per cent <Y the farm income of 1899. 

TA~I;B ~ 7 :--Q~',,~N~ITIES AND YALUES Oli' ANIMAL PROD­
l\T~, \;~L~l!i 01• PUUL'l'HY RAISIW, AND VALUES OF 
AND1AL8 SOUJ AND SliAUGHTERED ON FARMS IN 
18\Jf!. 

=- ~~-----~ ======='F=====;=:======= 
1'1WJ1UCTS. 

Unit of measure 
or weight. Quantity. Value. 

- ---······-,-----~ -----
~im~1==------------------------------- Fleeees_________ 7, 0-; ---·-·-· 
t ·mun =------------------------------ Uallons_________ 12, 681, 2G8 ) $

5
, 
618 

\f ii~~:~~~~~~j~~jj~:~-~~~~=-~~~)\~~j=-~~f~:l~~~~~~ ___ ;~~~~~~~- ~;.: ~; 
Aninlais-8oiii _________________________ Pounds_________ 1; 960 } 10, 535 

Animal::> shi.uglttere(f ================ ================== ===~========== ~~: ~g5 
Total value ------1-----1-----

... ----·-------------- -----.. ------------- -------------- 2, 915, 417 

DAIRY COWS A.ND PRODUCit. 

rrhat the dairy interests have been increasing with en.eh 
decade is shown in 'l1ctble 16 by tho nnmher of <fairy cows 
enumerated. rrhe changes in the last tcm yc:tl'H :11'0 qnito 
noteworthy. The milk produced in 188\l was 1 o,nnH,Hl.\2 

gallons, or 328.5 gallons per eow; in 180\l, l:J,,l.i81,208 
gallons, or 389. l gaJlons per cow. rrJie total Jll'Oclttetion 
of milk increased 18. 5 per cent, and the a.vornige lHH' eow 
18.4 per cent. rnie. total v:tlne of tlw clairy proclum~ of 
the state Wl1S $092, 807. rrhis repreHClltH 10. 8 }>Ol' eent; of 
the value of all the products of farmA, and 1:3. 0 per cent 

of the gross farm in come. 

l'OULTltY ANll I<:G<:H. 

In 1890 the censns reported UUO, :.H~ ohickm1H,· 70, o7 H 

turkeys, 10,525 geese, :ind 50,04,!i <lnckH. By n. l'.<mtpal'i· 
son of these figures with thoHc givm1 in Tal1lo l·l· it will 
be noted that there is a.n appn.rcnt demo:LHO jn tlw 11umhnr 
of most domestic fowls. This mnHt Jw <luu to tlw faut 
that in 1900 the ennmeratoni wore i11Ht.rnctl~d to t'<1po1·t 

only fowls three months old tin<l oVl\I', whih\ iu 1800 110 

such limitation wa.s macfo, an<1 it is poHHil>h• t.ha1, uwru 
young fowls were included in tho ropo1·t.s of HHlO t.lmu ol' 
1900. rrhis is renderod more probaliln by tlw' <liffot•(•JH'll 

in the totnl and averago numlwr of ('g'g'H t'q>orL<~<l. 1 n 
1889 there were 2,218, 754 <lmmuH, whil(' i.11 l!:Wll t.lw nnmh 
her was 3,C>7 l,870 dm:mrn. Tlin val1w of tJw pnultrv 
raised in lSUU wns $5!Hi,3Dl, an«I t,lw value of Pg~H pr<:· 
ducod was M88,401. Poultry and oggs togethm l'l~ttu·11t•d 
a l~rger sum than wa.s derivrnl fr0111 d:tiry 111·0«11wt.s, lmy, 
fnut, or vt•geta.bles, exclusive of pot.:Lt.o('li and HW<'<~t. pnta· 

toes; they were worth almost <LS nuwh as t.lw wltoat. crop, 
and about two-thirds as much as thde oom cl'op. 

CHOPS Ol;' 1800. 

TABLJJJ 18.-ACRPJR, (~UAN'l~I'J1U}H, ANT> VALCEN OP 
VTDGE'rAm,rn PIWJ>U(l'J'~ <W IH!Hl. 

-=-=~-=.~:-=-=::::::::::::::::::::::::::::=::-~-;-::-;7'::::'-~-':'~.~-

PHO DUCTS. Acres. Unit of lll!'lt~Ul't'. ti1m11t.lt.y. 
----------~"· ____ ,_ .... 

nm~~:~E~~~~~==~=~========== 
~tiler vt1gei1tl>lcs --····----=-==== otftloes _ -~--_________________ _ 

:l,fifill 
I, :l:l:l 
·l, n;,o 

\'1LIUP, 

si. ~ir:, -1:-~ 
l,~11, 11 ... 1 

J'I 'l'l'' 
, if 1' ::t, 

~1, 1-i!ll 

w, na 
:n 

H,~!!10 
IJX'.J,l·i..I" 

:!IHI 

\)li,;tlili 
7, ma 
' 11~ .1,1 •• 1 

·Hll,ll:.!l 

~lll,701 
:ina, 127 

fl!JO 
·ir10,:i.a:1 
m,orn 
l, Xlil 

li, 2·11 
2\) 

2'.!U 

i Estimated from number of vines or trees: ::i I1wh111i11g wine, i·ah!luH, etc .... 



In 1899 the value of all crops was $6,275,360, the 
value of the animal products, including the animals sold, 
and slaughtered for food, was $2,915,417, and the total 
value of agricultnrnl products was $9, HJO, 777. In this 
total are inclncfod products fed to live stock on the farms 
of the producers, amounting in value to $1,889,920. 
Deducting this amount leaves $7, 300, 857, the gror;;s farm 
ineome, which is referred to in the text and tables of this 
bulletin under the general designation, "products not fed 
to live stock." 

FUUTTS AND VEGETAI3LES. 

'The changes in orchard fruits since 1800 may be seen in 
the following table: 

TABLE :rn.--OIWIJAHD TREES AND FRUITS: 1800AND1000. 

FRUITS. 

Apples--------------------------
Apricots ·----·· ___________ --------
Cherries _________ -------- -----·--
Pen.eh es ____________ ·-- ____ -·- ____ _ 
PL•ars ------------- -·----- ----------
Plums n.nd pruneR --------------

NlDIBE!t OF TREES. BUHirnLS OF 1''1Wl'l'. 

I--·----------------,.----------- ---11----------~-----

moo. 

567, 618 
1'2 

1-l,48(i 
2,4·11,WiO 

8\H,l'H 
4.\l, 105 

1890. 1899. 

702, 920 
28 

8,0G6 
9, 750 

HiG, 208 
7, ::l15 

1889. 

109, 644 

1, Ofil 
457, 201 
26, 029 

·119 

'rirn mnuber of J_Jeach tr(~es in 1900 was 46 per cent 
less than in 1890, and the reported product in 1899 was 
only 2.1 per cent of that of ten years before. In the ten 
years since 1800 the number of apple trees increased 66. () 
per cent; cherry trees, 46. 7; pe.ar trees,· 233. 0; plum and 
prune trees, 1, 389. 4. rrhe yields of these fruits show still 
larger proportionate inm:eases. 

In 1889 the total value of garden products, including 
small fruits sold, was $220,880. In 18f!O the value of 
vegetableA, other than potatoes, sweet potatoes, and onions, 
was $819,051, and of sm:1ll fruits, lMGl,621, a total of 
$1, 280, 672. Nearly three-fourths of the acreage of mis­
cellaneous vegetables was devoted to tomatoes, and the 
receipts from their sale comprised over one-half the amount 
realized from all such vegetables. The number of farm.s 
reporting the culture of tomatoes as a business was <1, 622, 
with an area of 15, 922 acres and a yield of 2, 307, 894 

bushels. The total acreage and value of tomatoes were ex­
ceeded only by those of the corn, wheat, and hay crops. 

CHANGES IN CROPS SINCE 1889. 

Table 20 presents the acreage and production of the 
most important farm crops in 1889 and 1899. 

TABLE 20.-AOREAGE AND PRODUCTION OF PRINCIPAIJ 
FARM CROPS: 1889 AND 1809. 

CROPS. 

B11rley ---------------------­
Buckwhcn.t -----------------
Corn ------------------------
011ts------------------------­
Hye ------------------··------
'\Yhm1t --·---------------------}fay and fornge _____________ 

1 
Pot11toes --------------------Sweet potatoes ______________ ! 

I 

NUllrnER OF ACltES. J __ N_u __ :i\I-J3_E_ii __ o_,F._B_u_s_rr_E_L_s._ 

1889. ·-1---1-8'.l_9_. __ , __ 18_s_9· __ 
1899. 

3 
1,6112 

192,025 
5,247 
1,103 

118, 7,10 
74,800 
5, 755 
2,265 

i 'l'ons. 

3~~ i 
174, 796 I 

19, 374 
775 

94, 368 
7fi,199 

4, 870 
2,158 

40 
23, 980 

4, 73(), 580 
181, 960 I 
12, 380 

1. 870-, 570 I 1128, 193 
41-1, 610 
222, 165 

205 
3, 081 

3, 097, 164 
382, 900 

6,625 
1, 501, 050 

l105, 231 
4.03, 631 
202, 914 

9 

':l1he area in corn increasecl in ten years O. n per ct'Ht, and 
there was an increase of 52. 9 per cont in the nnrnhPI' of 
bnshels prodncocl. 'The average yield per :wn~ in 188\I 

wns 17.7 bushels, and in 18U9, 24. 7 bnslwls. The wlw:tt 
prnduction was 24.6 per cent greater in 18llD than t:en ):P:tl'~ 
before. 'The production of potatoes showrnl a. gn111 of ~.' 
per cent; sweet potatoes, 9. 5 per cent; aud ha.y n.11tl fnragP, 
21. 8 per cent. ':l1he average value per rtcru of all V('_t;d:t­

bles, including potatoes, was $35. 7 5, while tha1. of wlw:i.t 
was $10.50, and of corn, $8.98. 

CORN A.ND WI-II~AT ON l:!..,ARMS QT<' SPBCII!'IU::D CT.AHHgH. 

Tables 21 and 22 pl'esent: the acreage and prmhwt.ion of 
corn and wheat on farms of some of the le:idjng cl:tHSHH, 

grouped by race of farmer, tenure, and area. 

TABLE 21.-AOREAGE AND PRODUCTION ()JI, C<>H.N ON 
FARMS 0 F SPECIFIED 0I.JA8B Ii~R, IN 1 H!l!I. 

-----·-~-~-·------·-~·----~-~---··-~ -------------------,c--·--·-·-~---·-"'-~_,_ __ 

CL.ASSES. 

N'nrn­
ber of 
fanns 
report-

ing. 

NUl\IBElt Oli' 
Act: ms. 

Tot111. 
Avt•r­
. Hg'l~ 

lH'l' 
fn.nn. 

N\J~IBJ-:H OP 
lll':-<JII-:L!-i. 

'l'ottd. 

;\\'('!'" 
HJ.(!~ 

l 11~1· 
111"1'1.'. 

Total -------------------------- 9, 285 192, 02fi 20. 7 4, 78G, fiHO 2'1. 7 
---==:.::c: =l·::=c-=.· .. · ... ·.11'-.. ·-·---·-·· 

White farmers ----------------------- 8, F>27 180, 970 21. 2 •1, fi21, 20ll ~!Ii. 0 
Negro farmers----------------------- 758 11, 05fi H. () :.!If•, aHO l\J, l:i 

Owners 1 -----------------------------Managers ___________________________ :__ 
C1tRh tenants _________________________ _ 
Share tennuts __________ --------------

Under 20 n.nres -----------------------
20 to 99 11cres----------------·--·-------100 to 17•! aeres _______________________ _ 
175 to 259 acres----------------·--------260 acres and over ___________________ _ 

4, 4B•! 
117 
fi81 

4, 053 

G72 
·1,M,2 
2, 880 
1, 122 

5G9 

75, 17'1 
2, HJ5 

HJ, OBl 
10:1, 025 

a,R47 
58,502 
G8,418 
30, H7f> 
2-1, (HJB 

rn.2 
lH.8 
1'1. 7 
2f>.8 

ii. 0 
H.fi 
2:!.H 
B:!.O 
11a .. 1 

1, 708, mo 
7:1, H:!O 

am, 120 
2,5·1fl, 780 

80, tilO 
1, 2rn •. w,1 
1,ll1H1 f1:!'.! 
1,11-l:l, 7·10 

77!1,:!IH 

21. 1 
aa.7 
at.8 
:.!·Ltl 

i Including "part owners" and "owners m1rl te111u1t.-;. 11 

'l1ABLE. 22.-AOREAGE AND PRODUC'.rION Oli' WIH~A'r 
ON FARMS OF SPECIFIED OLASSE~S. IN l8!Hl. 

OL.ASSES. 

Num-

Nll :r.r III•: It O li' 
ACltBS. 

Nt•:.rmmoF 
JICl-HH:l.H. 

ber of 11---------c-·----11·~----·······---·"·····-"~·-
farms 
report-

ing. Total. 
Aver­
agt~ 

per 
farm. 

'.rotnl. 
AVPl"­
ll~O 
p~r 

lll~l"ll. 

-------------1--- --- -------··-11----
Tot11L__________________________ 5, 520 ns, 740 21. 1 1, s10, mo rn. s 

==·'· 
White farmers----------------------- 5, 314 115, lGl 21. 7 l, 8~.m. f>llO 1:'1. ti 
Negro farmers---------------------··- 306 3, 579 11. 7 4fi, Olll 12. ti 

Owners i ----------------------------­
:Managers----------------------------
Cash tmmn ts------------------------­
Share tenants------------------------

Under 20 acres---------'--------------20 to !l!l 11cres ________________________ _ 
100 to 174 acres ______________________ _ 
175 to 259 aeres ______________________ _ 
260 acres and over-------------------

2,565 
90 

423 
2, 542 

103 
2, 026 
2, 050 

95'1 
. 487 

38,34·1 
2, 280 
7,mw 

70,5'.JO 

369 
19,239 
40,257 
33, 7G7 
25; 108 

15.0 
25.a 
17.8 
27.8 

B.G 
U.5 

HJ.(i 
311 • .f 
51. 6 

r>87, rift<J 
41, 1100 

mo, r1Ho 
l,111,010 

1 Including "part owners" and " ownerH awl tmmuts." 

lf•.O 
t:I. 7 
H.it 
w. 7 
18.0 

Of the 9,687 farms in Delaware, 9, 285, or 95. 9 per cont 
produced corn, and 5, 620, or 58. 0 per cent, rarised wheat. 
White farmers reported the largest average-sized tractH of 
both grains ancl produced the largest average yiel<l.1wr ~tern. 
The share tenants having, as has been pointed out, tJrn 
largest f~rms on an average, also hacl the largest n.verag<~ 
acreage m both corn and wheat. '::rhe managers n.rnl t.~aHh 
tenant farmers reported t:1.ie largest average yiel<l!:l per aure. 



For all farms over 20 acres in area, the average yield of 
corn and wheat, per acre, increases from the group of 
smallest average area up to that of the largest average 
area. This variation is I>robably clue, in large measure, 
to the improved methods of tillage that characterize the 
larger farms, and partly to the fact that many of the larger 
and more highly cultivated farms of the state and the 
fertile lands formerly devoted to peaches have been given 
over to corn and wheat culture, and produce unusually 
large yields of these cereals. 

CULTURE OF I!'LOWBHS, .A.ND THE USE OF GLASS IN 

AGH.ICULTURE. 

rrhere were 31 farms and florists' establishments in 
Delaware that reported the cultivation and sale of flowers 
and ornanw11tai plants in 1899. 'The area devoted to their 
culture was 30 acres, and the value of the product F>olcl 
was $57,013. Of the total number, 21 made commercial 
fl.oriculture their main businesH. 'The proprietors reported 
greenhouses with a glass surface of 349, 320 square fe<;t, 
and a capital inves~ed iu buildings, laud, implementR, aucl 
live stock, of $182, 045, of which $92, 150 represent the 
value of the buildings. Their sales of flowers and orna­
mental plants amounted to $52, 7H2, and the oth0r prrnlncts 
raised were worth $8, 17 5. They expended $11, 767 for 
labor and $1,235 for fertilizers. 

10 

In addition to the 21 principal florists' establishments, 
48 farms and market gnrdens made use of glass in the 
propagation of plants, flowers, or vegetables. 'l1he area 
of laud under glass was 51, 650 square feet, irntking, with 
the 261, 990 square feet belonging to the florists' establish­
ments, a total of 313,640 square feet. 

EXPENDITURES "FOR LABOR AND FERTILIZERS. 

rrhe amount expended in 1899 for labor, including the 
value of board furnished, was $1, 07 5, 960, an average of 
$111. 07 per farm. ':I.1he expenditure for fertilizers tho 
same year wns $:339,040, an increase of 17.1 per cent over 
the amount expended ten years before. 

rrhe great relative importance of fertili.r,eni in the agri­
cultnre of Delaware is strikingly shown by tho following 
facts: In 1889 an average expenditure per form for fertil­
izers in the North Atlantic States was $17. 38; in the So nth 
Atlantic St::ttes, $25. 03 ; while in Delawn.re it was $4,\J. 08, 

or nearly twice that of the South Atlantic States, rmd 
nearly three times that of the North Atlantic States; but 
high, relatively, as was this average in Delaware, in 188B, 

it has increased in the last teu years, $6. 57, a.nd, in 1899, 
was $55. 65 per farm. 


